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nos OF COMMONS, MARCH 19, 1800. 


Tn E ſubje ti before the Committee has had a moſt full 

and patient inveſtigation, ſuch as Its very high importance 

calls for: In what I ſhall offer on this occaſion, I ſhall en- 

os deavour to ſtate matters as they appear to me, fairly and 

5 | candidly; and 1 hope I ſhall not be induced, by the fa- 
' _vourable opinion have of a LEEISLATIVE Union be- 

- + | tween the two countries, to advance any _ In 
n with the intereſts of my own. | ER 
= The fixth article of the propoſed Union, which with © 23 
„ preſent object of deliberation, contains thoſe reſolutions that 
both | relate to the future commercial arrangement between Great 
55 Britain and Ireland. In my firſt ſtatetuent of this buſineſs, 

Is obſerved that the preſent ſyſtem had been formed on the 
727 principles of the Commercial Treaty in 178 f, but that it 
\ vent farther, or ae Cs har 
1 | e e ff 1546 Bild adi cube" 
| Thoſe reſolutions paſſed this houſe upon the 1210 of A 
4 ** 1 February, 17863 they ſtand upon your Journals, and ſhew 
WW bat it wasthe Commons of Ireland deſired. They were 


. * 


2 
taken. into conſigeration by the Houſes of Parliament in 
Seat Britain, and ſeveral alterations made in them. 
4 A Bill was brought into this Houſe for carrying this ſyf 
tem into; effect. This Pill was twieg read, ordered to be 
printed, and remains on record in your office. It has been 
dran with great care and attention. I was at that time in 
London, correſponding with the Cabinet here, and nego- 
tiating, under their direction, with the Miniſters of Great 
Britain upon the ſubject of theſe propoſitions, as ä 
Hon. Friend, on the other fide of the Houſe, well knows. 13 
My correſpondence at that time informed me, that this Bil! f 
was not drawn in the ordinary manner, but by the hands of Fo 
| the moſt EFFICIENT MEN in that cabinet; and baving 5 
lately made enquiry after the original draft E. it, I have PTS ; 
* it, and obſerved it to have been corrected throughgut, Se 


2 
an 


The committee a to bring in | this bill were, 1 

—_— Orde, then Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, my Right 1 
Eo. Friend, then Chancellor of the Exchequer, the noble 
_ Lord who now preſides in the High Coyrt of Chancery, Er 

3 * 1 then Attorney General, and myſelf; and when opppſedupon 1 
= | » the ſecond reading, it was moſt abl fo rted thoſe, = La. 

—_ 6 ho had originally prepared it. gs . N 

1 i ie unvegelſary for. wo. to preſs (his matter farther. | 

=_ SE⅛ꝛhe debate, as printed by Mir. Woodall, is n every man's 

bande. The Publick know.well who ſupported it, and what 

| was faid on the occaſion. My reaſon for g going ſo far is, to 4h 

| fhew that this bill was koste by the cabinet of that Jay 7 V 

and ſupported by wy tet poets who 

had prepared, it. Ibn 7 11 

Haring flated theſe to. pech. Gelt, the reſolutions of 

ite 12th. Feb, 1385, which contained the deſire, of is 

| houſe ; and ſecondly, the bill which was to have carried th 

„ I ſhall proceed to ſhe that the „ 
888 4 * 


| 8 ſyſtem is is more advantageous than that which was 


4 ſebedule ape wi Bias" Sail Kel impoſed, wa 


allke conftruQtion to the Navigation Exw in 
This having been Titled WINS TORTS Feg??” _ 


3 


deſired by thoſe reſolutiom, and much more fo than'that 


_ which was intended to have * ner into enn 
EI 1 


The difference belchben the tws His 8. Un t 


of i 785 5, prokibitions upon certain articles were allowed to 
remain; whereas in that nol before üs, all prohibitions,” 
. prohibitory duties, and bour 5 
produce or manufacture of either country, are to be en 
a hay, and they are to be teciptvcally imported and exported 
; by titer county, r or boty, ebe i 


ies upon all articles, thy growth, 


ion to the manufactures of this country. RT 
T0 prove the juſtiveſs of the ftatement I have made, I 


ſhall refer in the firſt inſtance to the [rifh propdktiohe, 26 


= paſſed the Houſe of Commons of kretatid . | 


- "Tie fen Reſbluckbn wks mherely gde, erngthat the 


bade bete Is toe ebuntfied Een de et 


extended as much as poſlible, and ficdlly ſettled and tegu- 
ted on equitible prinkciples forthe muttial benefit of both 
— eh eHGfte WIGrkdh WHIGGS 


La! — 8 Js 


Great Britain and Lreland, im colbtiiaf produce; by giving 
both couttties. 


The third Reſolution runs thus: 
© Reſolved, Tat for the ſame piifpoſe, ET 


no prohibition ſhould exiſt in either country agaiũſt the 


* inipvetation, "uſe, or fiſe bf any article, the growth, 


I produkt of manufacture of the other; and that the duty 
| * bn the input vf dy ſuch rde, Hatje is thiy 


N e 


mould Er 
Belem 0 II * Nr 3*Gutitry, 


= * 
wo. - Py 


Þ 
4 country, as in the other, except where an addition may 
«© be neceſſary in either country, in conſequence of an in - 
** ternal duty, on any ſuch article of its own conſurnption.” 
Now what is the extent of this reſolution? 
It relates to imports only. It opens the ports of each, 
; 0 to the importation which the other may chuſe to 
make into it, and for that purpoſe it takes away all probi- _ 6 
bitions againſt importing any article of the growth, produce 
or manufacture of either country into the other; and it 1 
8 gives the markets of each to the uſe and ſale of the other; * | 
but it does not touch upon exportation at all, and i it leaves all | 
| thoſe prohibitions which were then in force for the preven- 
| tion of the exportation of raw martials, from either coun- 
- try to the other. But how OS ARES? 
Why, entirely againſt Ireland! 
VIB y the laws of Irejand, as they then ſtood, * manner „ 
cf coufd be imported from Britain into this country z; | 
| 


—_ and in general at lower duties than from other parts of the 
_ world; but by the laws of England many direct prohibi-. 
—_ | tions exiſted to prevent the import of our manufactures into 1 
8, Britain, and the export of certain articles of their 
= raw materials to us: hs per woe revered by gg: 
_ lution, but the latter were all retained. _ 
—_ - The fourth Reſolution I ſhall remark —— e 
"= . The fifth Reſolution relates merely to eee 
_—  - | duties, which are regulated exaly ** the ſame r 
N ples i in both ſyſtems. _ 1 
| 5 9 a © of the bite Pri ent IT 3s 


4 now; intended to be eſtabliſhed, 1 
© hjbition, or new, or additional duties, ſhould be hereafter 
_ © ingpoſed in either kingdoni, on.importation of any articles 
= $of. the. growth, produce or manu of the other, 


* except — 


5 


" except ſuch. additional duties as may be requiſite to * 
2 counter- balance duties on internal munten purſuant 
44 to the foregoing Reſolution.” 


But what, Sir, did this reſolution do? only, ther 4 "F 


| the third reſolution had taken away the prohibition which 
exiſted againſt the importation of certain articles from 
Ireland into Britain; this reſolution went to prevent any 
new prohibition, or new or additional duties from being 
5 hereafter impoſed on importation of articles, the growth, 
"0 product or manufacture of either country into the other: 
but it left us juſt where we were before, in relation to all 3 

i the prohibitions, which at that time exiſted on the expor- 

(sation of raw materials from Britain; and Wo, 

: ſubjeQ to the exiſting duties. 3 


left us : 


Te ſeventh Refolution indeed comes to 2 . 5 


But to what does it extend ? Why, it fays: - 


That for the ſame purpoſe, it is neceſſary, farther, 


1 4 that no prohibition, or new or additional duties ſhould 
h < be bereafter impoſed in either kingdom on the exporta- 
tion of any articles of native growth, produce or ma- 
| **- faQture from the one to the other, except ſuch as either 
kingdom may deem expedient from time to time, upon 


« corn, meal, malt, flour and biſcuits; and alfo, except 


5 40 where there now exiſts any prohibition, which is not 
0 « reciprocal, or any duty which is not equal in both king- 
„ doms; in every which caſe, the prohibitions may be 
J made reciprocal, or the duties raiſed, ar 


* equal. 2 
Now what did this reſolution do? Why it ordained 


that no new prohibition or xew or additional duties ſhould 


be impoſed on the exportation of the articles of either 
country, to the other; but, like the foregoing Reſolution, 
it likewiſe left all prohibitions, exiſting at that time, juſt 


| 2 Now there being none in Ireland againſt 


Britain, 
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5 Bcitain, and many in Britaio againſt 
| gave us no manner of advantage. 


| * 


Ireland, this reſolution - 
Indeed the latter part of 
the refolution allowed us to put reciprocal prohibitions, and, 
to lay reciprocal prohjbitory. duties where ſych exiſted. in 


Britain; 5 but that was mere mockery, for we had, not the I 
raw materials to ſend out, and therefore we could nat gain | 
ay, thing by probibiting the exportation of them. | 


S'* Tx TY . 


Ii 21 


How was the equitable principle, and mutugl, b benefit 


| Rated | in the firſt reſolution carried | into execution by t theſe 
| reſolutions, | in which were left all the exiſting prohibitions 
_ againſt the exportation of Britiſh materials of manufaQure, 
and in which power was given to Ireland to. lay. on prohi- 
| bitions, or prohjbitory « does! in returns on, articles hich 


ſhe had not to export. 


5 TEE 


_ The eighth Reſolutiop + 3 away — between the i 
| countries, which i Is fully done. in the preſent | ſyſtem. | 


0 * 


"I ninth Reſolution i ſhall obſerve upon hereafter. | 
The terith and tleventh relate to confribation, nat to. 
— - Re 
_ This ad the refult 2 the lrich Pe aftions of 1 565 783. 
. Now what does the preſent ſyſtem propoſe 85 NE EY 


tar Lhd 


* 


Ide firſt Reſolution of the Gxth article ſets out by * | x 
the two countries upen the exact ſame footing, as to en- 


and bounties on all articles the growth, pro- 


cou 


| duce or, manuſsAure of either; thereby ſecuring to us, the 


221 


bounties and en te on linen and ſail- cloth. 


It goes on and gives. us the ſame encouragements and 
bounties in reſpeRt of trade and navigation in all ports and 
or its dependencies; thereby 


places of the united ki 
eee eee 
2nd upon the ſame terms as England a 

Aud then it gives us the benefit 


- The ſecond and third Reſolutions g go" to the very root of 


10 


iſhiog all bounties, 
es prohibitions 


y 


BY. and at . 4 


of all Britiſh t treaties. 5 


_ 7 * 


Is it not a well known fact, that although wool was 

5 cheaper i in England than in Ireland, yet that our yarn was 

much cheaper in Britain than they could ſpin it for, owing 
to our * being ſo much lower than theirs? If then we 


| Norwich, (which is one of the moſt diſtant party of England 


9 3 

Frohlbisos and duties Kiivein the two countries, laying 

open the trade, ports and markets of each to the other, 

fully and completely, not ; only 5 in n manufaQures, bot in 
"raw materials. *. 

Can any. man PR think, Vhatever he may ay, | 


that there are no advantages gained by Treland from a 

. ſyſtein of this nature, which obtains for us the free uſe of 

re x al the raw materials of Britain, ſecured to us for ever; ſuch 
as coals, hops, bark, wool, fullers earth, fullers clay, 
tobacco pipe clay, hare and rabbit ſkins, Ec. Ec. &c. * 
Can any man really believe that the uſe of Britiſh wool can I 
be of no advantage to the wool-comber, the fpinner of 


al, the weaver, and the whole manufaQure of- . g : 


dot the ſpinning of the wool, we ſhould be 


a eder, gainers; the value of 9 ip being « one-third of . 
the value of the manufacture. ; 


By the evidence ofa Norwich manufacturer, b 


the Lords of trade in 1785, it appeared that our yarn was 


12 and a half per cent. cheaper in the market of Norwi rich 


5 than L 


II then our yarn be 12 and a half per cent. ts a 


from out elite.) than Englith yarn ; can any man doubt 


butt that we ſhould gain exceedingly by this branch of the 2 
manufaQure, if we carried it no further. 


"We york up all oor own wool, and import much old 
drapery ; if we can obtain wool, we ſhall robably work it 
| r ws do our own, to ultimate | 


bulky 


*ay! > 
3 = 


N en atternpted to be pon. that wool fo | 


ee eee ee er er — ES — 


d « cammodiy, tn u cane der the expence, of % 
_ carriage. SR 
It that be true, Sir, Iago hom: for what, ret 
231 laws, both in England and in relanc a X 
the exportation of wool been made? i 
a n 
tion, that it appears from our cuſtom-houſe books, that the 
fair annual export of wool from this country to Britain, 
ſoon after the act of ioth Wm. III. ch. 19. paſſed, was upon 
an average no leſs than 361,491 great tones at 1 8lb. be- 
5 ſides the great quantities which are kngwn to bave been 
ſmuggled to France in thoſe days. 
Again, Sir, rn 5 
is 0 advantage to [eland to have the ports of Britain open 
to all thoſe fabricks of wool and mohair, wool and filk, &c. 
ſuch as poplins, tabinets, bombazines, luterines, &c. Kc. 
in which it is acknowledged that we ſurpaſs all the world ? 
_ Having ſhewn that the ſyſtem now under conſideration is 
| more advantageous than that of the reſolutions paſſed in our 
parliament in 1785, I ſhall next advert to the bill brought 


g r 5 5 
Propoſitions into execution. = 
Sir, the fourth clauſe of this bil did enaB, that where — , 


the duties in the two countries differ, that they ſhould be 
redyced in that country-in which they were higheſt to an 
amount not exceeding the duties as they ood in the other, 
on the 17th day of May 1782,—ſo that where any article 
pod. ok per oor. an at hp it ſhould not pay leſs than 


log thereafter. 3 7 £ : 
This clauſe can aber from the fourth relies 
of the Iriſh parliamen ; in this, that the reſolution ſtates 


| «that in all caſes where the duties onarticles of tho growth, 
f : < produRt or manufaQure of either country are different on 
! _ * the OPIN OF ov it would be —_— 


9 
. that „* oe Modes it 

44 are the higheſt to the amount payable in the other. 
This reſolution paſſed an the 12th of Feb. 2585, nd. = 


"refers to the duties as they ſtood on that day: the, clauſe in 


the bill refery to the duties as they flood upon the 17th May 
3539S; cr; = 
No let us ee, what were the duties upon unrated goods 
at theſe two periods? ; 
On the 17th of May 1782, * 
2 3 4 0,0 


a 2415 9 


: "ng AUK: 3 2 A 1 9 5 2 * 5 
From wh vs museen of | 12 5 
5 per cent. in the cuftoms r 3 
And * in ee, r n „ 
rn ene 


1 1 
* £t . a as 


- 20 ee 9 9 —"- 


| And tne wa a8 alin diy . main of 
pen yard 
Barren ue aim May Aa enkagh De 1783, theſe 
ni were altered in the firſt place, by taking away the 
AY $40 2 Arc 
Lo 0 © 


ö 3 „ 


2 4 oY OY . 


. upon the duties oo j %ę 


The duties then flood at n 
This laſt duty of 5 per cent. on the duties, was laid on 
in the Linen Bill, and was a fund for the payment of the 
| bounties granted in that Bill, upon the export of linens, &c. 
And thus they ſtood until the conſolidation of duties in 1791. 
There was alſo in the Money Bill which paſſed the 23d 
Dec. 1783, an additional duty impoſed on calicos of per 


: 5 


yard Gd. n fr the Sa uee the rd ae 
after the word muſlin. 


unrated goods, except | 


; to the duties juſt dated. 


come to two reſolutiqns in conſequence of the ty 
2 were then N he. wats; between the tw 


period at which they bega be 


* 


10 


The duties were W en we rb Feb. 1 i. anal 


Mullins and calicos $2060 712-06 „ue 10 Gs 
| and on muſlins and calico 1 3 wy 10 10 0 
and per yard . _- wr. 1804S 9 0 6 | 


The Reſolution therefore of 12h Fed. 185. a 4 


| The Bil alluded to the duty of 4 apy "= 
© The cauſe of going back dank Kay,” 1782, 1 I 


* bave already mentioned to the Committe. 


Tbe Britiſh Parliament having, upon the i 7th May, 1782, 
ents. 


1 des ba Go 


period and the agitation of the Commercial Propoſitions in 
England, raiſed the cities, as before ſtated, the Parliament | 


of Britain thought it fair and juſt to refer back to the 

c rieaty, nl ths the duties 
which exiſted at that day: * 5 
Had this bill, as brought — Houſe of mats, | 


; 3. the confequence would have been, 
that the general bete — by it tg all unrated 
goods, calicos included, would have been but (9 9 © 


per cent. above a half per cent. leſs than the duty now 
offered ; and had the reſolutions as voted, paſſed i into a law, 
the protection would have been only £19 10, or þ per 
cept. above the general duty offered. | Hex 

ut it was the bill which would have aſcertained the 
duty, and not the reſolutions. I therefore truſt I have 
ſhewn that the preſent ſyſtem is more advantageous than 
that of 1785, inaſmuch as that of 1785 — to ſe- 
cure 


4 I het} +» TY 1 . . 
r 


- 2 
1 * c 


dende exportation, Aran loſt n av acatigiads of 
- Britain, and did not procure us the importation of our 
manufactures mixed with wool. - And inaſmuch as the 
duties deſired by the reſolutions were hut 4 pet cent. higher 
duties of protection contained in the preſent ſyſtem. 
Ĩ᷑ be firſt Reſolution of theſe articles ſecures to us the be- 
neſit of all de 2 dren clan touched oy the propoli- 


| tions of 1785. 


I ſixth Reſolution of aan, all 8 
foreign goods exported are to be drawn back, or if retain- 


| ed, 1 to the account of the country to which 


: mY 
4 . adviiagunne- s-Lrebind,” | who exports 


little of foreign goods to Britain, while ſhe receives her 


| ſupply of ſuch goods, almoſt wholly through Britain; ſo that 
the duties would be advanced by the Engli merchant for 


| his correſpondent in Ireland. 


r te daty; end phtcing it 26_ the 
account of the importing country, faves the expence and 
trouble of OY veils, © thing very dpnngnys 
to trade. E 
| $0 that taking this preſent ſyſtem, as compared either 
with the reſolutions of 1785, as they paſſed this Houſe, 


. with the Bill, as then brooght in, it muſt appear that T's 
the preſent ſyſtem is much more advantageous. 2B 


"It has been ſaid that the preſent ſyſtem, by lowering the 
4 w 10 per cent. would operate injurioally on 70 arti- 
cles of manufacture, and would ruin entirely the cotton 
buſineſs. I muſt obſerve on this, that in the liſt which I, 
have ſeen of thoſe 70 articles, the greater part of them 
4 n IP 1 14 Ms 9 
5 2785 
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Wb. 


1785 — ws, 1 in 1784, they toad 
at a duty of but (9 9. 
. the angus helarn minetonns 
from £9 g to £10 10. Ten Pounds of which was 

ng | 


w 11, the whole was 3 and then. the 
duty flood at tay. - 6304 10 0 


In the ſeſſions 1 
uus laid on the ee eee 
making theduty = WR 7 e 

And in 1799, » further £ 10 per cent. making 12 14 1f 
Tbe duty in 1783, except upon calicos, was laid not 
as a protecting duty, but as a fund to pay the linen bounty 
out wards; and the two 10 per cents. in 1797 and 1799. 
2 Purpoſe of =—_ 
- "Of the 2 —— 1 ra emis mated mt | 
| jured by this reduQtion, none AW OO 5 
the manufacturers of muſlins and calicos. bs 
1 defure to know how did 69 of thoſe. r 
Ad, belore the year 2783, under a proteflionof Lg g 0? e 
ccc vader a 
proteQion of C 10 10? * 
isse now explained the — A 
Wi and the Bill of 1785, and of the preſent ſyſtera, and have . 5. 
don that they proceeded upon the ſame principles; 5 
1 e in | 
bi rers of the weaker country. 
3H *; abs antertons oh nc. ab 


—_— 


[| wi the duties on importation of the articles of groſs produce. or 
|!  menufaQuure, from ane kingdom into the other, where they 
, | _ - were higher in one, to the amount payable in the other 3 
2 that as our duties 3: almoſt 3 lower, 

* every 


. every proteQion given by the duty to aur manufaQures 


„ remained; but the preſent terms declare that every duty * 
„ling in iceland on Britiſh manufaQure, is either to be 
e reduced immediately to ten per cent. or totally to ceaſe,” | 


Nos all this js very true ; but in order to determine he- 
ther the inference intended to be drawn from it is equally 


well founded, let us examine how the facts ſtand. What 


would have been. the protecting duty under the ad had it 


and what r 
Under the act it — 
Under the reſolutions 


72 9 
oo M 3 B 


higher than the duties now propoſed ; but as the duties in 


paſſed ? What would it have been under the nnn. 3 


And by the pofne yſis is wil be TY OO 
NM 8 


: the Bill, were to have been the law, they would have been 4 [ 


. more 2 cn. lower: ton the Hom. now. 

prays 

The l This article 

it is ſaid, “ will be reduced from 12), 145- d. Britiſh to 

< cen per cent. and its. 1.1. 
* the larger duties.” fat” 5 

In the firſt place, che duty exiſting þ Das lifes 


120. x44. 4d. Britiſh. It is a2). 145. 16. lriſþ on 100. 


Triſh ; the duties are in ſome of the accounts laid before the 
Houſe computed in Britiſh money ; but if the per ceotage is 
ſtruck in Beitiſh currency, it is upon 100). Britiſh, —equiva- 
| lent exactly to 10 per cent. on 100. Iriſh; but by the 
manner in which this is Rated, people would be led to ſyp- 
pole mat the duty was 12). 144. 1d. per cent. Britjlh.on 
© Tool. Iriſh, which would be 13. 155. 34. per cen. 
What is the apparel- which is imported? Nobing but 


2 | ſoldiers clothing; the apparel of the army; and it is. nat 


very ſtrange, that the quantity lately imported ſhould he 


4 more 6 


g hats, hardware, millinery, &c. & . TEE . 
As to the fadlery, n 
the increaſe, I muſt obſerve, is owing to the wants of the 
army and the horſe yeomanry. Leather and ſtained paper wil! 


eore than It was formerly, novwihſlanding the protein 


teQtion of al. 1 45. 1d. Britiſh, may increaſe it. 


| Here again the miſtake of Britiſh money is introduced as | 
7 Eck ju ine eas 121. 2 rar range 1 7 * 


Iriſh on 1000. Irin. 


e 

. 5 

1m only to ſtate that 2. 4s. 1d. of it is but juſt put on, 
na and that while the duty ſtood even at 91. * very 1. . 


wrought copper was imported here. Sx, Yo 
| The fame anfwer will fuſfice for glaſs hal 


5 be ſubject to ten per cent. and alſo to a countervailing duty. 


Silk ſtockings have been mentioned, and it has been ſaid, 


Wil gentlemen believe that filk ſtockings now pay an 
* import duty of 45. 8d. a pair, and by the reduction of duty = 
0 100 per cent. will pay only 18. a pair d and then it 
„ Need J aſk, what will become of our hoſiers ?” 
It is indeed needleſs to aſk, ſince it is well known that 
. if N 


. i 


| „r ſilk Wa chefinjnd 45. 8d. a le, 
e 12s. (above 40 per cent.) and the conſe- 


quence is, that, like all very exorbitant duties on articles of 


2 


eee eee Galerie elution eee 
of which it is confeſſed that we import but little; however 
iris ſaid we know not how far the removing the preſent pro- 


T Fhe next article is ſilk, and on this ſubject we have had 
2 minute inveſtigation, and examination of witneſſes ; I 
| ſhall therefore, Sir, in due time, advert to their evidence. 


- eaſy conveyance, it defeats itſelf, and no duty is paid. The, | 
whole produce of this duty is not £100 a year; and yet 


every gentleman who hears me well knows that , of the 


ſilk ſtockings worn in Ireland are Britiſh : How is then the 
hoſier protected by a duty which cannot be collected? Of | 
| what uſe is ſuch a duty to him? I will tell the Committee : 
it enables the hoſier to charge the publick with an erotbij- 
unt price for che filk, Rockings be ſells; which be charges 
With the duty be certainly does nat pay, and that is the | 
| reaſon why every gentleman, who hears me, finds that he is 5 
obliged to pay 4 or 55. a pair more for ſilk ſtockings | in lre- N 
land, than lar lthoug 
material is ſo much cheaper in Ireland. I - 
II. is alſo ſtated that * the ninth Reſolution 53. 
«© provided for an effectual preference in each kingdom 


the r 


« againſt-/ ſimilar articles from foreign States, thereby 


. ſtrengthening the ſecurity for the Iriſh linens againſt the 
1 e e eee A 
a nn | 


In the treaty of 178 53, where two fie * 4 were ; 


ſettling a commercial intercourſe, it was very proper and 5 

neceſſary to enter into ſuch an arrangement. But in the 
preſent caſe, where the two kingdoms are about to unite and 5 
to become ons kingdom with ang Parliament, compoſed of — 
the repreſentatives of -both countries, ſuch a propoſition 


would be ridiculous. | It would be to have a Reſolution. of 


de preſent Parliament, that a future Parliament ſhould pro- 
| teX us againſt foreign States. We are by the firſt Reſolu- 
uon entitled to the ſame privileges, are to be on the ſame 


footing as to encouragement and bounties, and generally in 


reſpe& of trade and navigation as Great Britain, Every | 
preference 


States we muſt enjoy. We. have therefore nothing to fear 


therefore which ſhe gives. herſelf over foreign 


* * 


£ | the duty now payable, was 
growth of Iriſh flax - ſeed, by affording a market for ſuch Iriſh 
ſeed as might not be fit for ſowing, and by the application 
e of the duty, teceived in premiums, for growing flax-ſeed, 
and that the preſent ſyſtem does away all this. 


| EE 
bay falt would have paid 4 per ton, and rock ſalt from 


which we manufacture our own white ſalt, E per ton. 


The next article mentioned is fail cloth: and it is aſſerted 5 | 


that ſome part of the diſadvantages under which this manu- 
faQture Jaboured, has W as eady 4 away, * that 
therefore only part of the injurious regulations of this trade 
is now removed. Be it ſo; it appears however that we 
ate advantaged by whatever | is now — * that i is 
what I had to prove. 


The liberality of the free import of woe is acknowledged» 


bo and that this advantage was not in the Propoſitions of 1785. 


The value of this is however endeavoured to be leſſened; 


% but I hope and belteve that thiscountry will ſoon be convinced 
of its utility, as well as of the various articles, and raw mate- 
| rials of that branch of manufacture heretofore withheld x 
from us, as fullers earth, fulling cy, &c. © 


Linſeed oil i is the next article ſtated, and if i is aid that 
was impoſed to encourage the 


The preſent yſtem relates merely to the trade between 


0 Britain and Irefand, and can affect only the linſeed oil of 
Britain. Now it is a well known fact, that it was Holland 
which, until the comme t of the preſent war, always 
| ſupplied us with linſeed oil; and that we pay now to Great 
oY Britain nearly a double price for that article, which ſhews, 

in the firſt place, that the trade will tall back to Holland as 


ſoon as we ſhall have peace ; or that if it does not, that the 


price being advanced to double, is a better protection and 
encouragement to our mills than the now exiiting duty 


The average export from England for the Gallons. 


lat 3 years 10 1799, was 5" * 2 17,924 


And from other port: ä 
2 Dr The 


Py % 4 | 
. * : \ % : 
» > | 
", % % 


4 18 3 | 
The average from England for three years | . Gallone. | 
before the war to 1793, was T 


And from other parts 3 1 * "th hs - Jaw ö 


| The average from England for three years to. etal 
W e 105. 


n 


1781, „%. e 
And from other parts 85 0. e 37% 


; 80 that on kc, 2 5 peace with Holland, „ e 
| Proportion of oil from England, was not 1-20th of the 
1 My Right Hon. 977 3 op ond PLAY 
bis compariſon of the preſent ſyſtem with that of 1785, 
by ſtating * That theſe commercial regulations lower a 2 

« proteQting duties above ten per cent. to ten per cent. 
and remove all others ; operating thereby injuriouſiy == 2. 
«& 70 articles of manufacture, and ruining entirely the cot- B21 
don buſineſs. The propoſitions paſſed by this Houſe in - : 
„ 8 1785, reduced none and preſerved them all.” „„ 

Io this 1 anſwer, that my Right Hon. Friend very 7 3 
1 fully flates every thing upon the Propoſiti itions, as they 
; paſſed this Houſe 1 in February, 1785, becauſe he knows Mi 
that they gave a protedivn of one halt per cent. more than 
the preſent ſyſtem ; but I muſt bring him back to the Bill 
which he himſelf had ſo great a ſhare in preparing, and ſo 
- ably ſupported in this . tzouſe, (and which was to have 
carried theſe Propoſitions into law,) in_whi ch the protec- 
tion was more than one-half per cent. below the an. 
I bave already, more than once, ſtated that the | 
_  proteQtion by the Bill, was — —＋4 9 9 4 
Ey the Propoſitions of 1785 I on 
And by the preſent ſyſte.n - „„ 


Now, 


. 


19 5 
lies. Sir, 1 deve my. Right How: Erich to * 


even 10 105, with the protection deſired by the evidence 


of the cotton manufacturers which he has produced, and 5 


then tell me, whether, if it require 50 per cent. to protect 
 their-manufaRure, it would not be as effeQually ruined by 
© duty of 100. 105.25 by one of 101. ? In like manner, if the 
ſilk manufacture require, as is now alledged, 25 per cent. Te 
protection, how e it bare flood protected by 101 in 
e , 


9 is holds equally 1 * remainder of is 70 arti- 3 


cles. They ſtood protected in 1785, by 10 103. and the 


5 wants of the ſtate in the laſt two years have added two 
ten per cents. on the duties, ſo that they now ſtand protected * 


by 12). 145: 1d. Will he tell me, that this increaſed duty was 
meant by the wiſdom of parliament to be a further pro- 
_ teſtion to thoſe 70 articles, and that it was not the wants = 
_ of the ſlate which impoſed thoſe duties? g g 2% 
He next ſtates © that the preſent ſyſtem does not t ſecure 
N — for linen, or any article in the Britiſh market, 
«© againſt foreign produce, and that the Propoſitions did.” - 
be anſwer 1 have already given is concluſive namely, 
hit the tho were between two diſtinct kingdoms. 
The preſent ſyſtem is aconſolidation of theſe two kingdoms 
into one. When this is compleated, there will be no diflinc- 
tion of markets; the markets of London, Briſtol, York, &c. 
will be as much the market of Ireland as that of Dub- 2 
lin, Cork, Waterford, or Derry; and to ſtipulate that 
Ireland ſhould bave a n in ler n 
be ridiculous. 
He then fiates, that theſe dew 

«© and exceſſive duties upon ſalt, and render thoſe on hops 
* and coals unalterable. . 


; . x 
0 4 a * 


1 1 ch did that no fuck thing is l 4 
: to prevent all cavil, 1 ſhall alter the wan of the _ 
1 2 7 
—_ He iben ſlates, that « POE OY LOT 5 
#3 K - unprotected, allowing only a countervailing duty, as if 
our exciſe on beer continued, which 1s another inſtance 
** of want of Iriſh information. in England. beam, wall 
© "© ſitions of 1 785 left the exiſting protection. . 
It might be better perhaps to poſtpone any arguraent on 
| - this ſubjeQ until the countervailing duty came tp be con- 
ſidered: I ſhall, however, give — detail of the . 
Protediing duty upon beer. 
"oF" "hs reed N the duty on. | the - import of beer 
was - - 4 1 
The 8 on our own beer 1 es thes' = a l 
Ar. Pelham was then ſecretary : 1 prevailed on bin v0 FF 
,,,, ⁰ʒ KK 
0% ↄ—  '--þ < 


. 
made» due ah equal to or excl, or iS. „„ 
tat the port duty di ia exc nk rag Fr 
* beer as 4 protefion to our n which wat ee „ 
Our exciſe and the import day remain at, or . equal 


£7 until 179 wel eh £0 4 1 
2 Wpen the auth 15 lowered | to bn * 2 wy 
22 2 paid by ale * YL. "=" Wh 
Total exciſe in 1791 r 4 . | 2 
And 1 this year the import duty was — 4 3k | 


$6 7 duty, viz. VIZ. 


; And imported heer paid | > 


iS 5 
. = 


Thus they ſtood until 1795, beg all exciſe ay ws = 


taken off beer. W 


And the exciſe enen viz. N * 


5 Tow dug pit nr er 3 


In 1798, the mak dry was te. and our beer 


We... — LS gp 


| The duty on impontd ber en d 6 11 


as 1799s the malt dury was refed, and our beer 


paid, EO CY 2 


95 Imported beer glfo e ls acai pe. 


bus it appears that 8 from this. principle, | 
| which we ourſelves had eſtabliſhed, when in 1783 we got 


the import duty raiſed, ſo as to equal our exciſe. As the 


malt duty increaſed, we raiſed our import duty in proportion ; 7 - 


but as our exciſe decreaſed, we did not lower the import 
duty in proportion. e e eee 
thoſe duties. 
"Now ne Right Hon. Friend? eee 
| _ poſitions left the ber e e e 
2 e 6. 
Equal duties, exciſe a e id. what 55 
| will the preſent countervailing duty do? 
It will leave the import duty at e 
paid . 
our beer. ö 
The d is firack on 5 fone of malt and 3 h of haps 
to 40 Sales, which would make 35 _ 3 
lons 45. 64 55 


The 


is every celpe more advayt 


uo 


The next aGentign is, that © the-preſent ſyſtem makes 


© np proviſion as to retaining our low duties on the im- 
port of raw materials ; the Propoſitions of 1785 did.” 
Now what is the fact? the Propoſitions of 1786, left 
every prohibition exiſting upon Britiſh raw "IS z the _ 
_ preſent ſyſtem removes them all. 
| Any other than Britiſh raw materials « are not at tler. 
cerned i in the ſyſtem. 

I bus I have endeavoured-to — * 
| have been uſed; and Ltruſt I have ſhewn that the ſyſtem is 


and that the 'manufaQures of this country are not likely to 


ſüuffer more from i than from the Propokions, the favourite 
ſyſtem of my Right Hon. Friend. 


I am conſeious that I have e 


aus than the Propoſitions ; 


time of the Houſe; but as every thing which falls fram the -— = 


| Right Hon. Gentleman muſt carry much weight with it, 
1 is 2 to hollow * „ his: 


doing one and the se King, one and the ſame Parlja- 


- PE nated, ak af ds upon which N 
7 dacan from te hows faunded theit firmeſt reliance. They 
| have examined witneſſes to ſhew that the preſent ſyſtem. 
_ muſt deſtroy-the ſugar, the iron, the ſilk, and the cotton 
manufaQures. Before I go into theſe ſubje&s, I muſt beg 
leave to ſtate that in a commercial arrangement to be made 

between two countries about to upite and mould themſelves 

into one empire, equal in every part, and in every reſpect, 


went, one and the ſame Intereſts, Proſperity and Adverſity, + 
the true principle would be, that all articles, the growth, 


other, free from all bounties or duties, juſt as they would 
go coaſtways in the country which produced hem; and that 
all taxes ard 63 the ſame. 
This 


This would be indiſpenſable, were the two countries on an 
equal footing of proſperity at the outſet ; but where ore 
_ country is advanced before the other, it may be reaſonable. 
do depart for a certain time from the ftriQ principle in fa- 
vour of the weaker ſiſter ; but in fo doing, we are bound to 
keep in view, and to adhere as W as 2 to the ſpirit 
of this principle. 
R . which it would be ridi- 
ciulſous to carry protection in à united empire. Can any 
1 man aſſert, that in fuch an empire, any part of it ought to 
carry on a trade or manufacture, which another part of the 
ſame empire can bring to marker, 20, 30, 40 or 50 per 
Cent. cheaper; or is it reaſonable or right that a great pro- 
portion of the people ſhould be obliged to encburage a 'ma- 
nufadture, by paying on their conſumption from 20 to 50 
per cent. more than they could purchaſe the ſame articles 
for, if fuch high duties were not laid on them? "ip 
Such duties pervade the whole manufaQures of a coun- 
| try, and bring them dearer to market in proportion to the 
5 > | | : additional tax, impoſed upon the man who makes Dew, 
En {2 in favour of the protected manufacture. 
| For inſtance— The weaver of linen wears wt, wailt- 
coat, breeches and ſtockings, and his wife and family muſt 
| de dreſſed: if then you make him pay 50 per cent. for hb 
1 materials of which thoſe dreſſes are made, he muſt obtain 
FE that overcharge by increaſing the price of his own fabric, 
and he mult therefore charge a higher price for his linen; 
and the man who buys bis linen at an advanced price, muſt 
bring that dack by chartziug what he ſells at an advanced 
price ; and fo it goes through all manufactutes. 
It is therefote reaſonable that, while protection is afforded 
to (certain articles, that protection ſhould be hanited to a 
moderate per centage, and for a reaſonable” time. 
Ten pu be. cad is What fis propoſed n rene. in 
" ty 


24 

very few inſtances more will be given, in ednderaion of 
certain circumſtances. 5 | 
| Theſe are the principles of the _ "= theſe i 
were the principles of the Propoſitions in 1785. 
The then per 2 3 to the Reſolu- 


Err 
5 By the Bill - 9 3 98 
We now ſteet between both | SS 


. . aw go ras cre 
ments to ſhew the evil effects of prohibitory duties and mo- 
nopolies. . | 
dat ground. . 
I cen proceed to obſerve upon the ſogur trade i in the 
When wy free. ends to "thy 1 1 5 
ee. den on raw fogr in Great Britain was in , 


MA... ae . e 7 
"9 We in «day tec of Pe OY 5 65 
„ 1 of 


— fs a i trade to the | 


% „b 
on the ſugar coming through Britain, as on 6 


mec from the Weſt Indies. 


This made it neceſſary, in conſequence of the additional 
f duty on the raw material, to lay an equivalent duty on the 
manufactured or refined fugar imported. The refiners in 
- England had at that time a bounty on the exportation of 
their refined ſugar, more- than equal to the duty paid ppon 
the raw material, from which it was made. This, if it had 
not been countervailed, muſt have enabled them to overturn 
5 our refinery. The queſtion then was, what the duty — 


=: 


ks which mull be laid upon Britiſh refined fog, to coun- 
tervail this bounty. | 
There were great variety of opinions upon this ſubject, 


and there were propoſed by gentlemen 5s. 1014.9. 45d. 
118. 14.— t 48. —and 16s. 7d. 1 held an opinion different 
from all theſe, and inſiſted that * 45d. was the true 
: equalizing duty. I founded this opinion on this plain idea, 
that if the duty payable upon the importation of refined 
ſugar, was exactly equal to the bounty or drawback given 
in Britain, upon the export, then that the ſugar would 


come in juſt as if there was neither bounty on the export, | 


or duty on the import; and then as the duty on the raw 
| ſugar was exactly the ſame in both countries, the refiners of hp 


8 both would be exaQly upon the ſame footing. 


Now the bounty on refined 8 * Britain, being at 


that time in Iriſh money ö "4 15 LY 

And the Sos bs fact being 3 Z . 12 1 5 

e 5 . 94 * 
Ty % 


' The Houſe 1 a RE opinion, and 
the ſum that was laid on in addition to 2 "i 12 4 =P 
„ on  #$ 


1 5 — 
— 


And in 1783, this 98. 232d. was raiſed tio o 1a © 
3 


: Mia. a 


This 8 laid, in conſequence of-an aſſertion FOO 
that the quantity of raw ſugar neceſfary to make 100 wt. of * 


refined, was 300 wt.; and that a duty at leaſt equiyalent to 

that put upon 300 wt. of raw ſugar, ought to be added to 
te duty then exiſting upon refined ſugar; and it was then 
argued, that 200 wt. of raw ſugar, was not ſufficient to 


16 SR 
make 100 ut. of nl — po 
tion of drawback allowed in Britain, which exceeded the * 


amount of the duty paid upon 200 wt. of the raw ſugar. 
But it will. appear from the duties and drawbacks laid 


Fr 
1 


* 


. 2 
2, ch. 13. beſide 
the above#® " . 2 
By this Act - 


E By hen & 3 ä . — 


| laid on in the 12 Cha. ch 4. 


Gia the Ads from William are recited, 
WWW 
gon: > Rs a I 
Hh date wit tore tom 133. 8d. of courſe 
1 had © bounty of 15; 64. above the oat 
back. 
EF 
drawback for the duties, but as a bounty to the Weſt-India 
merchants, on his ſtopping the contrebund trade to the 
Spamiſh main. 

The dun refed far bing then xd at 1 
nflead of at - FEI s 15 84 


Gare the in refer an u of 


on and given at different periods on raw and refined ſugar 


wo compenſate for the duty of 1 ® 3 


| But the miſchief did not end here; for as there have 


| been ſince ſeveral additional duties impoſed upon raw ſugar , 
the duty upon refined ſugar has in every caſe, until te if 


ſeſſion 1797, been calculated upon the falſe principle of the 
firſt duty; and has increaſed the advantage of the Iriſh re- 
finer in a multiplied ratio ; fo that when raw ſugar was 
—_—_— - 3 13 44 


a Refined Sugar paid WY - 5 16 9 


—_— 


. „ 


0 | Refined paid | 5 8 LM 85 „ 
2 


— 


5 2 Wan eu IS | 


- Thus the Iriſh refiner got poſſeſſion of a complete mono- 9 i 


poly of the market, ada has cada 
ke choſe for his ſugars. £ 
Inn ſeffion 1797, aa 18 114d; but . 
Parliament being at length convinced 48 hop 
were led into, by the evidence of-the ſugar refiners in 1780, 

_ refuſed to raiſe the duty on refined fugar, and in the courſe 
of the ſeſſion, they, by Bill, lowered the duty on refined to 


1]. 175. 119, on the ground that it took 200 lbs. of raw 


| to make 100 wt. of refined ſugar. Thus the duty on refined 


TO PR on : . „„ 


1 4 . " =O 
The «drantege which the li eee had of - F 
was reduced in the ſum ot „ 6 9 


Laid his « path of eaby: T - 3 : s s | 
This ſtatement is made on the ſuppoſition that my doc- 


pet e equalizing duty was 3 44 
a before ſlated. | | 


Gentlemen 


» : . 
8 
- , 0 
, 


| Gann have oben . their ſurpriſe at the 
cauſe of the high price of fugar ; but 1 will ſhew them what 
a complete monopoly the ſugar-bakers have had, and then 
their ſurpriſe will ceaſe. 1 
By our laws as they ſtand at this day the 
Iriſh ſugar-baker has an advantage over the _ 9 8 
Engliſh refiner, of per 100 wr. 3 3 
But he has fill greater advantages from 
the preſent ſtate of the Britiſh laws. In the - _ 
year 1782, the duty on raw ſugar i in Britain —_ 
was raiſed to Engliſh money - +< = 21. * DB 
* a 1 1 6 0 


Whereby be refer baden abrmtageof = = 2 


| The next year the duty, was raiſed to 12 
And the bounty remained as before at - 1 6 
| By this the advantage of the refiner was re- 5 
r „ 


u h, the cen ver tds. 12 4 
The bounty remained as before at - 1 6 0 
By this the advantage of the 9 „ 
vas reduced to F 2 


fa 1793 he duty was raiſed to -  =—- 15 0 
The bounty remained as before at 5 10 
The refiner then, inſtead of advantage, loſt EE 
| In 1796 the duty ſtood as before at e 
2 was reduced to. 5 +4 


eee Bs 


in Great Britain, and by no means upon any compact made 


/ 29 
Had he wy dd x 8 5 


men then en om 
In 17999 the duty was raiſed to 
And the bounty was as to 


% 


5 The refiner then loſt =P 2 17 1 
Thus the law ſtands at this day; and the Engliſh refirer 
loſes on OG "_ fent 10 this — 2 duty 1 in Iriſn 


= pe > Wed 
Add to this the advantage the tk e. N . 
1 baker has, as above ſtated of RE . 4 
Es And the Iriſh . is Sede by 1 1 y 


This advantage which the Iriſh ie WE has — 28 * 
ed, has depended entirely on the ſtate of the drawback given 


5 between Great Britain and Ireland. It was therefore in the 
power of the Britiſh Parliament, at any time, to have de- 
| prived the Iriſh refiner of ſuch advantage. > 
| Now how will the trade ſtand under the Articles of baten HY 
By the ſecond Reſolution of the ſixth Article—refined  _ 
| ſugar coming into this country from Britain, muſt come with.. 
cout duty or bounty, as being a manufacture of Britain.— 
By the fourth Reſolution of the ſixth Article, the raw ma- 
terial ſugar being ſubject to a duty here, and refined ſugar 

| being for that reaſon one of the articles included in the 
| ſchedule of countervailing duties, will be liable to a duty 

of L1 19 833. 
And ſo 3 as Britain did withhold any part of the full 
drawback, whatever was retained certainly was a protection 
to our refigers 3 3 but o ſoon as the Union ſhall take place, 
Britain 


1 . 
| Britain muſt give, by the fourth Reſolution of the fexth Ar- 
_ ticle, a drawback equal to the countervailing duty ſhe im- 
| Poſes; and as the duties on the raw material are the ſame in 
| both countries, ſo muſt the countervailing duties be equal; 
and of courſe, the drawback in England muſt be era 
equal to our countervailing duty. 
| This is the hiſtory of the ſugar trade of this country; 


andi it may afford an example to gentlemen, to ſhew them 
the conſequence of repoſing too implicit a confidence in the 


| hibitory duties upon articles of general conſumption, and : 


thereby giving a monopoly to men who know wy” to make 
l * of it to their own advantage. 


It is unneceſſary for me to * becauſe. every gentle 


man knows, that for twenty years we have been charged 


above 30 per cent. nn, 5 
1 market. . "5 
The next article is the iron dts @ call on 
* this country. Two witneſſes were produced on this 
| article, one of whom carries on the ſlitting and rolling of 
iron, making of ſpades, ſhovels, ſcythes, &c. very ex- 
| renſvely; the ther was an iron-monger dealing in Engliſh 
24. firſt gentleman very fairly acknowledged that a 


protection of 10 per cent. was ſufficient for him z—that his 


manufacture had been begun under the protecting duty of 
10 per cent. had now eſtabliſhed itſelf, and that he was con- 
tented with that protection. | 5 

I ̃ be ſecond gentleman's evidence was not material ; * 
ſaid that his buſineſs was much injured by the Propoſition 

ef Union, becauſe that meaſure put a ſtop to building, and 

of courſe to his ſelling ſuch articles as W Inga 
4 — 
when 


» — 


” © 
when! aſked 1 were the tools he ſold . or 
| Iriſh, he confeſſed that they were Engliſh. 

| This was all the evidence given upon this ſubje& ; 
on the whole of it I think it evident, that this 2 \ 
is ſafe under the protection it will have of 10 per cent. a 


The next article is ſilk. 
Two witneſſes were examined on this branch of manu- 
fadture, Mr. Abbot and Mr. Geoghegan, who both agreed 
that the preſent duty was inſufficient to prote& their manu- 
_ faQure,—that the preſent duty, excluſive of the expenſe 


| of importation, which they eſtimated at 3 per cent. was 13 + 


per cent. on the value, and that not leſs than 25 per cent. 
was ſufficient to protect the ſilk manufacture that it was 
i great proſperity twelve or thirteen * when Mr. » 
| Abbot went into it. 
| That it was now a very 83 nd particularly - 
for the laſt three years, owing to the great 2 3 


A tation of filken mme. 


Theſe gentlemen alſo ſtated that the Englith manafac- he 
turer had great adyantages over the Iriſh—firſt, by machinery 


for throwing filk—ſecondly, by manufaQuring inthe country; | = 


whereas we work in Dublin, and pay London prices. OT 
As to the firſt, we have machinery as well as they have W» 
for throwing ſilk, and we have a higher duty upon thrown 
filk than on organzined, to protect our throwſter. —But if 

| we choſe to import either raw or thrown ſilk, we have. a 
great advantage over England. Raw filk imported into 


Wo England pays in Iriſh money per Ib. x60z. Lo 3 6 

Do PORE 4 1s. 744. ot on . 
160% - < 8 
Do. draw back in England 3s. 924 and leaves behind o 6 

So that the Engliſhman pays duty 3 6 
For what the Iriſhman pays 4g 1 74 
Difference in favour of Ireland, | - + 


or 55 per cent, ; Thrown 


Do. into Ireland N 


5 | Ny that the qi pays _ OO 


32 
Thrown fk into England po rin many for 


* h oi . 8 

Do. into 1 for 16 oz. = 5 

Engliſh drawback for 16 oz. 16 64 leaves behind 1 
5 


So that the Engliſhman pays _ i ed 
The Iriſhman 7-4 N 


. lit, $f, 3 8 
j ⁰ 71-4 
Thrown ſilk dyed pays into _ e Mes 


I 
_ Engliſh amn 1 4. 124. leaves bebind 8 
f 1 ” 

0 


Difference 1 . 


or upwards of 60 per cent. | 

. "Wow as to the aſſertion that the pO DIE is "I =. 

from the great increaſed quantity of the manufactured filk 

imported, and therefore that the trade requires higher duties 

to protect it, let us ſee how this aſſertion is ſupported by 

fas! 

Mx. Abbot: 88 12 years; . 
came into it, he found it in a very flouriſhing and proſper- 

| ous condition. At that time the duties were lower than 


| they are at this day, by 2 ten per cents. upon the duties. 


The trade has declined, principally in the laſt 3 years; the 
very period in which theſe additional duties * been im- 
poſed! 

Mr. Abbot hes be Ben if ae 6 . 
the great increaſed importation of manufactured filks. Let 
us now ſee how this fact ſtands. Mr. Abbot found the trade 
9 when he came into it. RET Ne 
: There 


"Y 


"oi wi ttt ks in 4 


three years to 1788, on an * 17886 


In 3 years to S 17 8 
In 3 years to „ 7 + 8 +4. RS dt 
In 3 years to e 1796 Ek 
F 


There were imported of raw filks, that 
. e 


IO to . e =: 1 


10 3 47 


. e 10 f 


n it is eb FR, caſtead of the 
_ quantity of manufaFured ſilks imported, having increaſed, 


| they have decreaſed conſiderably, nearly two-thirds ; while 


the decreaſed importation of raw ſilk is not one-third. Now 


what does this prove? In the firſt place, that it cannot be 
| 0 i | to the . | aſed imp tation of wrought filks, that 


M. Abbot is miſtaken in both his aſſertions. 


| the trade has declined z and in the ſecond place, that the 
_ raiſing the duty has not prevented the decline. So that 


This ſtatement, while it refutes the eguaents uſed to 


| ſhew the neceſſity of raiſing the duties; at the ſame time 


bers clearly to what the decline of the manufaQture is . 


owing, viz. To the decreaſed confumprion of the article 


ilk manufaQures. 2 


of 


It appears that the manufactured 8 
creaſed nearly two - third, that the decreaſe in the raw ma- 


terial is not one-third, both are decreaſed ; of courſe 


| the conſumption is decreaſed—but this has not fallen ſo 


| heavy on the lriſh manufacturer as on the Engliſh. —See 


a again. how the Engliſh manufacturer importing ribbons and 
Eh nana to 


_ drawbacks. 
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| So that the pound of manufaQuured filk from. 


| And be leaves behind of drawback 8 ow 
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| Erawbacks. I will ſuppoſe that both the Engliſh and Iriſh 


manufacturer work upon imported ebrown filk : in that cafe 
"the Engliſh:nan pays duty on his filk as follows: 
K pound of manufactured ſilk of 16 oz. will take 2130 ol. 


ef thrown bt, the duty on which is - o 1 64 


"The drawback on exportation but 


C 


Aa bed | 
nee pal therefore on tis pound of | 8 Þ "© 


manufactured ſilk in England r 
On import here the duty will be I 


England will ſtand here at the duties of ; = S 


1 ago. of theown ik 


I 


3 a 1 8 


rern — 5g 
Do. tothe lrilmn - _ 7. of 


ita in favour of the Iriſhman 175 9 8 Si 
: | Conen is the next article. | W450 Bo 


wen, and 5 de on their guard, when they 


| liſten to the evidence of intereſted men, giving to this 
Hsuſe information not upon oath : T mean not to give of- 

fence to any gentleman who has appeared upon this occa- 
fon: I only mean to ſay to this Houſe, that it is extremely 
natural for men deeply intereſted in any buſineſs, to take 
Alarm at any alteration whatever: that it is extremely na- 
_ "tural for men, who are in poſſeſſion, through prohibitory 
dee of the monopoly of « matket, to wiſh to preſerve 
uch monopoly: no one can blame them for ** 
* fiality 


, - - 


1 


35 
tiality 2 attention to their own intereſt. Cd; may 
dlink that there is ſome weight in theſe obſervations, when 
| they recolleQ that the evidence which was given in England, 
upon this ſame ſubſect in 178 5, by Engliſhmen, anzious to 
| preſerve this market, was in every particular the direct 
cContradiction of the preſent evidence, and went to Lf 
with equal poſitiveneſs, that under a duty of 10/. 10s. their 
| cotton trade muſt migrate to Ireland. Now both theſe 
ſtatements cannot be true, being dirg& contradiQtions. I 


| ſhall not here take upon me to determine which is right ; 


but 1 muſt obſerve that the evidence given in che Houſe of 
Lords in England was, on dath, and that the witneſſes were 
| as reſpectable men as any in England. One of them, Mr. 

Peele, now a Member of the Britiſh Parliament, and a may 
who has diſtinguiſhed himſelf by his liberaliry in ſub-. 


| fcribing no leſs than 10,000). to the publick exigencies, this - 


gentleman manifeſted the fincerity of kis opinion, by ac- 


|  tuallycoming to Ireland, in order to get into a houſe here, | 


2 in caſe the Propoſitions had paſſed into a law. _ 

But which ever of the parties may be right, certainly 
both cannot; and therefore this contradiction of evidence 
_ ought to convince gentlemen with what caution they ſhould 
nutten to intereſted men upon ſuch ſubjects. Ferhat we 
may look for the truth between the extremes; that 

- the wiſeſt courſe we can ſteer, e 
tection to this manufacture, as can be in reaſon deſired, 4 
in the firſt place, continuing the preſent duties juſt a as they | 
| Rand, for a certain number of years, and then by dimigih- 
85 ing thefe duties by flow degrees, until they ſhall come : down 
to 10 percent. at which they ſhall ſtand for the remainder 
of the 20 years. By this mode of proceeding, this manu- 
facture will have three years of the ection they gow 
enjoy; and by withdrawing the Wan ae far eight 


—— there will be 7 given to the 
manufacture 
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| | 36 | | 
ws of eſtabliſhing itſelf ; and if it cannot exit . 
Vith ſuch protection, it is very clear that it ought not to 
exiſt at all. It has had already for ſeventeen years a pro- 
__ __teQtion of 50 per cent. it will continue to have the ſame. 


that time, .it will be 


right to have done with it. 


By this mode alſo, the manufacturers will have ſufficient 
time to withdraw themſelves and capitals from this manu- | 


| faure, if they ſhall think proper: but T hope and * 


that this will not be the caſe; but that on the contrary, the 


| manufaBluxe vil gain ſtrength, and flouriſh. I am led to 
believe that this will be the caſe from the following circum- 
| Rances: I find on the Journal of 1794, a petition pre- 


ſented by Meſſrs. Duffy and Orr, with many other ſpinners, 


manufacturers and printers of cottons, to the number « Tag 


twenty-two, in which they ſlate, 


| © That the muſlin andcalico coanaſaBtures of Ireland | £ 
. were then nearly adequate to the home conſumption; - 
_ © that the further extenſion of it was impeded by the high 
* duty then exiſting upon cotton yarn; and that any addi- 
| © tional duty would prevent them from meeting England at 
4 2 foreign market; but that if the cotton yarn was ad- 
* mitted from England into Ireland free, as it is from 
Ireland into England, then any inpaſinent to their ar 


« < portation would be removed.” 


A copy of this petition to Parliament was fent to me, in- 3 
cloſed in a letter from Meſlrs. Duffy and Orr, on behalf 


| of themſelves and twenty other Houſes engaged in this 


| manuſaQure, which letter concludes with the following l 


* 


protection for three years longer, and it will take eight years 
more to reduce the duty to 10 per cent, 3 at which it will 7 
tand for ten years more. If it cannot eſtabliſh itſelf in 


Ga wow © * ä 


4 Seen! who ro fave ms 7 Ges 
manufacture 3 andit is from a thorough convic- 
| tion, | 


eavuvy eng m 


gr. 2 N = * 


.- : 
| 3 | 
888 \ 


| 4 tion, that if the prayer. of their petition is granted, the | 


% muſlin and calico manufacture of this kingdom will 
 « flouriſh and prove a freſh ſource. . 
9 that they preſume to ſolicit your ſupport.” 5 
ws Nr 


i tition, ſigned by two of the principal evidences who have ap- 


peared at your bar, ſtates the manufacture to be flouriſhing, 
and to be not only in poſſeſſion of the Iriſh market, but 


E that, with the aid of the import of Engliſh yarn duty free, 
* 6 r eee eee 


een . eee, eee 


on cotiow yarns . ac ee 


| in their own market; and if they were able to meet ber in 


| — . 


| . unleſs it ſhould appear that the perſons fo differing in their 


| their own markets, it could not require a protecting duty 
of 50 per cent. to keep England out of this market. = 
| Now, what is the doQrrine of this day? Why, that we = 


15 muſt have a protecting duty upon the raw material — 


yarn, in order to protect the mills, and alſo, a protecting 


time they firſt gave their opinions and the preſent period? 
| Now, whether the contradiQtion given by the witneſſes in 


weight with gentlemen or not, I cannot take upon me to fay ; 
| but if it has not, ſurely this contradiction of the evidence 
af the preſent day by the witneſſes themſelves, at another 
period, muſt ſhew, that much caution is neceſſary to be uſed 
in judging upon what they ſay, and ought to make gentlemen 
cautious of giving entire n 

intereſted motives. 
No ſee how the argument will land according to the 
allegations of the petition juſt ſtated, and alſo according to 
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— ay which Rater hs yuew( nab tell | 
| and plain white calicos'can be imported cheaper from 


« gt Mrs ee eg 
Firſt, as to the manufacturer 22 
Calicos are made of yarn and twiſt. 


| Theſe ear be bought cheaper if permet . 
than they can be had for here; "therefore the manufac- 


turer can make his web of TY * man ip 


of [ciſh yarn and twiſt. 


malle of Iriſh yarn. © 


uud of courſe the confumer, would be benefited. 


une 


| ese aan is, 
ether A Oy I e T7 


try or otherwiſe ? ? 


die ou he; aches, hw cries watt 


| 2 
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Dea vue of raw materials - 200,000 
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Secondby, n 1 
don de made cheaper here of Engliſh, than of Irifls yarn; 
therefore "the printer, who is to print theſe" calicos, can 
dun more by buying thoſe cle fo made, than thoſe 


Again, Engliſh white ess en underſel bid; . 
fore, the printer can get calicos cheaper to buy for priming, 
by taking off the duties on imported calicos, than he does now. = 
Therefore, if the duty were taken off bath twiſt and 
cualicn, not only the manufacturer, but likewiſe the printer, 0 


Ho happens it then that the primers come died 8 
1 that their trade will be ruined by their being enabled 
— they are. EY TE Eun 


| ports go to Britain, and 4 of our imports come from 
thence; a war of Gutics-and e r arora: und 
ruinous to us. 


* 
.3 Pp: 4 ö * . 
e O78; in oof woos 


A aw 
| Now the conſumer pajing at the rate of 5o per cent. on 


| £800,000 pays £400,000 in order to give a profit of 


£ 200,000 to g Pn ERPs that i is 200 = cent. on 


—_—_— 


In a ſyſtem of Vaion, rokibirion, « or rennen duties 


15 4 are inadmiĩſſible between the parties. 


In us it would be impolitic Lapis. 4 of our ex- 


MW I 6 Ops fin cell, linen to 6 < N 


„ = i=! }oaib>onc:t- pains 
Thi all go into Britain fre from daty there and ſhall 
we not be content with a protecting duty of ten per cent. 


tagether with the expences of importation, being, I fap- 

| poſe, 5 per cent. mare? Shall we not, I ſay, be contented 
with 15 per cent. protection; and ſhall we talk of pro- 

5 hibiting 
which, it 

Bs conſumers. to pay, 50 per cent. upon | 
and r * ..ojiew. in the Jearhy * of 
£400,000 . 


duties? And that in favour of a manufaQure 
is aid, cannot be ſupported without forcing the 
upon their conſumption, 
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| Lord High Chancellor of Fir 
| Ireland, Monday, February 19, 1 798, on 
Earl of Moira, for adopting T Meaſures, &c. &c. - 2 
inal 11 referred to in 

_ the n Third Bition 1 


NE. PUBLICATIONS, 


Parner. rox JOHN — 3%, Grarrox- 3 


STREET. 


1. SPEECH of the Right Hon. 


3. SPEECH of the Right H 


With anAeyEND1x, containing Ori 


18. 74.d ; 
Right Hon. BARRY; Lord 


4. SPEECH of / the 


YELVERTON, Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequtr 
in the Houſe of Lords, Saturday, March 242, 1800, relative 
7 DIO ORATING UNION. 1s.1d. .. ©: 


+ : 


co A few att Sets 0 ALL THE rams re- 
tative to an INCORPORATING UNION between Great 
Britain and Ireland, in Eight 


STREET. 


JOHN, Earl of cant, i 
ho High Chancellor of Ireland, in the Houſe of Lords 

of Ireland, Monday, February 
INCORPORATING UNION between Great Britain aid | 
Ireland. Publiſhed by AuTHorItTY. 28. ad. | : 


+ 2, SPEECH of the Right Hon. JOHN, Lord Hines 
 FITZGIBBON, (now Earl of CLARE) Lord High Chan- 
| cellor of Ireland, delivered in the Houſe of Peers of 
|  Treland, on the Second Reading of the Bill for the Relief of 
the Roman Catholics, March 13, 1793: with ati accurate 
Report of the SPEECH of the Right Hon. JOHN FOSTER, 
:,! TOSS 15.94. 327 
, JOHN, Earl of CLARE, 
> in the Houſe of Lords of 
on the Motion of the 


10, 1800, relative to an 


- SPEECH of the Right Hon. Lord Viſcount CASTLE- 
GH, in the Houſe of Commons, Wedneſday, 
February 5, 1800, on offering to the Houſe certain RS % h 
- LuT1oNs, propoſing and recommending a complete and en- 
tire Union between GREAT Batr AI & IXILANM . 18. id. 
6. SPEECH of PATRICK DUIGENAN, L. L. D. in 
the Houſe of Commons, 'Wedneſday, February 3, 
1800, on the Subject of an INCORPORATING Hg 
. Great T 1% 1d. 


very large Volumes Ov, may 
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